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Subject:     "ADAM1 S  ALE  —  MOST  COMMON  ADULTERANT."    Eacts  of  interest  to  home- 
makers,   from  the  Federal  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  United  States  Department 
of  Agri  culture. 

— 00O00 — 

Friends  and  neighbors,  what's  the  most  common  adulterant  known  to  man? 

The  answer,  according  to  our  Washington  reporter,  is  "good  old  'Adam's 
Ale'.     To  the  Latin  scholar,  aqua  pura.     To  the  chemist,  HpO.     To  me  "  says  our 
correspondent,   "and  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  just  plain  water. 

"Many  and  peculiar  are  the  ways  an  unscrupulous  manufacturer  can  devise 
to  add  water  to  his  product,  if  he's  so  inclined.     He  adds  water  to  butter  to' 
jellies  and  jams  and  preserves,  to  orange  beverages,  to  frozen  eggs,   tomato  juice 
and  fresh  oysters.  ' 

"Just  recently  a  Food  and  Drug  official,  making  routine  inspections 
no. iced  the  employee  of  a  tomato  juice  factory  dumping  the  drainings  from  the 
filling  pans  into  a  sink.     The  sink  was  at  least  forty  feet  from  the  tomato  oper- 
ations.    The  drain  from  this  sink  apparently  led  directly  to  the  sewer.  However 
according  to  the  employee  who  was  dumping  the  tomato  juice  draininis~the  drain  ' 
was  connected  with  the  tomato  juice  line  leading  from  the  extractor  to  the 
receiving  tank. 


"So  far  as  the  inspector  could  tell,  no  water  was  actual lv  binding  its 
way  into  the  juice  from  this  source,  although  the  drain  could  be  used  to  -  iter 
the  juice,  without  detection.   


L  "^f0  incid^ts,"  continues  our  reporter,   "led  mo  to  lookup  Mr.  Camp- 

pella  1937  report,  issued  recently,  and  see  what  he  says  about  food  violations 
lero'rXt°1nr'C,Cheat+\""  iteration  with  water  being  one  of  the  most  common. 
Here  s  .vhat  I  found,  m  the  annual  report  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration: 

L  r  Con2uraer  cheat  is  s°  profitable,  potentially,  as  adulteration  with 

^J^ngly  it  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  to  detect  and  deal  with 
under  the  existing  law.     Nothing  can  be  said  in  defense  of  a  manufacturer  who 
f  ^    l  IV^  fLCeS;  •   •     There  is  a  c^inS  need  for  legislative  authority 
can  be  StaSsh^d  ^  ^  ***  ^  f°r  ^  °6*^ 

L    >,     "!The  !ide  variet^v  of  f00ds  whi^  lend  themselves  to  this  form  0f  cheat 
can  be  shown  by  merely  naming  products  against  which  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis- 
tration took  action  in  1937.     During  the  year  the  Administration  directed  seiz- 
ures against  such  varied  products  as  butter,  jams  and  preserves,  orange  beverages 
frozen  eggs,   tomato  juice,  and  fresh  oysters.  6  ' 


R-HC  -  2  -  12/27/37 

1,1  Sixty-one  shipments  of  butter  were  seized.  The  butter  was  short  in 
weight,  or  it  contained  excess  water,  or  both.  More  attention  will  be  given 
to  this  form  of  economic  cheat  during  the  current  year. 

"'Jellies  and  jams  continue  to  require  much  consideration.     The  offense 
is  usually  a  substitution  of  water  for  food,  although  in  some  instances  excessive 
sugar  is  substituted  for  part  of  the  expected  amount  of  fruit. 

'"A  somewhat  unusual  economic  fraud  was  revealed  in  the  discovery  that  a 
large  spice  shipper  in  France  was  systematically  extracting  volatile  oil  from 
marjoram  and  thyme  leaves,  and  then  mixing  twenty  to  fifty  percent  of  the 
exhausted  loaves  with  good  leaves,   for  shipments  to  the  United  States.  This 
adulteration  was  found  to  be  restricted  to  the  products  of  only  one  foreign 
shipper. 

"'The  sale  of  coffee  chaff  as  'coffee  screenings'  resulted  in  the  prose- 
cution of  one  manufacturer.     Coffee  chaff  is  a  waste  product,  of  no  value.  The 
manufacturer  had  bought  the  stuff  from  coffee  roasters,  ostensibly  to  be  used 
for  industrial  purposes.     The  chaff  was  then  molded  into  granules  resembling 
roasted  ground  coffee,  and  sold  to  coffee  dealers  under  representations  which 
led  them  to  accept  it  as  suitable  for  nixing  with  coffee.     Such  worthless  pro- 
I  ducts  have  no  place  in  food,'   concludes  this  section  of  the  annual  report, 
dealing  with  food  violations  involving  economic  cheats." 

No  more  about  food  violations  today.     However,  here's  an  item  I  meant  to 
report  to  you  a  week  or  two  ago,  when  it  was  first  reported  to  me.     It's  news 
about  gauze  bandages: 

"When  is  a  gaaze  bandage  a  drug,  and  when  isn't  it?    It  all  depends  upon 
who  gives  the  answer. 

"The  Federal  Food  and  Drug  Admini st ration  says  that  gauze  bandages  are 
drugs  insofar  as  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  is  concerned.     In  the  Act  Congress  de- 
fined a  drug  as  'any  substance  or  mixture  of  substances  intended  to  be  used  for 
the  cure,  mitigation,  or  prevention  of  disease.'     Relying  on  this  definition, 
the  Food  and  Drug  Admini st ration  claims  the  power  to  deal  with  gauze  bandages 
and  the  Federal  Court  in  New  York  City  has  upheld  this  view.     The  case  has  been 
appealed. 

"The  Administration  prosecuted  this  case  on  the  grounds  that  a  shipment 
of  bandages  was  labeled  as  'sterile'  when  they  were  not,  in  fact,   free  from  germs 
The  Government  charged  that  these  bandages  were  both  adulterated  (with  germs)  and' 
were  misbranded  since  they  were  labeled  as  'sterile'  when  not  actually  sterile 
The  Food  and  Drugs  Act  prohibits  adulteration,  and  it  also  prohibits  untruthful 
labeling  of  'drugs'. 

"When  a  doctor  or  a  homemaker  buys  and  pays  for  a  'sterile'  or  'steril- 
ized' bandage  instead  of  tearing  a  strip  out  of  a  worn-out  but  freshly  laundered 
:sneet,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  holds  that  he  or  she  is  paying  for  a 
'substance'   that  is  'intended  to  be  used  for  the  cure,  mi tigation,  or  prevention 
of  disease'  and  that  the  buyer  is  entitled  to  get  a  product  that  is  safe  to  use 
and  therefore  of  necessity  surgically  sterile." 
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